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payment of fees to medical practitioners called upon to
render their professional services to poor women in emer-
gencies. Probably the advocates of the Bill felt in their
haste to get it through that if it were weighted with con-
troversial clauses it would sink out of sight. I Nevertheless
the Act with some amendmtnts appears destined to work
a beneficent social revolution. The most urgent amend-
ment required is the removal of the intolerable grievance
from which the hardest working members of the medical
profession suffer at present.

It is therefore highly desirable that suitable witnesses
should go before the Departmental Committee to offer
evidence founded on intimate personal knowledge of the
working of the Midwives Act as it affects the general
practitioner.

It seems to me that sympathetic and well-informed
witnesses from the Manchester and Salford area alone
cQuld contribute most important, perhaps sufficient,
evidence on the working of the Act in urban com-
munities. Manchester shows the administration of the
Act at its best; Salford at its worst. There can be
few districts in the country where such a striking
and instructive contrast forces itself upon public atten-
tion. In Salford an unenlightened majority of a
borough council refuses to administer the Act in an
efficient manner, and subjects the medical practitioners
within its jurisdiction to ill-usage, while an unspeakable
board of guardians endeavours to increase the number of
paupers among its working people and withholds on
paltry pretexts well-earned remuneration from the practi-
tioners who are so unfortunate as to be called upon
to do the work in emergencies of their district medical
officers when they cannot be found. In Man-
chester everything is in favourable contrast to this:
details would occupy too much space, but the facts are
open to all the country. There is no need for concealment.
I should like to add that Manchester is unique in the
country in making admirable provision for poor women
suffering from any form of puerperal fever instead of
sending them to the workhouse.

I have no idea what the scope of the evidence which the
Departmental Committee will require may be, but some
account of the administration of the Midwives Act in
Manchester and Salford could hardly fail to be relevant
and useful, and our local medical organizations might very
well combine in the endeavour to get the facts of the local
situation brought to the attention of the Departmental
Committee.
The most important question of all which keeps forcing

itself upon our minds is this: What must be the amend-
ment of the Act which will remove the exasperating
grievance under which so many practitioners suffer? They
give their services night or dav well knowing that there
will be no payment, or they refuse to obey the summons,
and are held up to the scorn and contempt of their neigh-
bours as hard-hearted, callous, cruel, and avaricious.
Such a condition of things is intolerable; it has been

suffered too long, and should cease forthwith.
This is no political question, and the whole profession

might combine to use such influence as it may-possibly
possess in order to obtain a reasonable settlement. Local
authorities should be made legally responsible for the fees
of the accoucheurs who come to the aid of the midwives
in emergencies. The employment of a midwife under
existing social conditions may well be considered prima
facie evidence of poverty in the family of the patient,
ajnd if any proportion of professional fees is recoverable
from husbands, that must be a question for the local
supervising committee, not for the doctor. He should be
as confident of receiving payment for this kind of work
done as he is at present of receiving a fee for the
notification of certain diseases. It is all work in the
interests of organized society. Prompt and skilful treat-
ment in cases of obstetric emergency saves lives, and
prevents the disablement and misery which results from
certain chronic ailments. Such aid brought to the poorer
working-class women has the additional advantage of
saving the pockets of the ratepayers by preventing extreme
impoverishment and consequent demand for relief from
the rates. To the ratepayer it matters little whether the
pittance which goes into the professional purse is adminis-
tered by the city, or borough, or county council, or by-the
board of guardians, but, as a rule, he has "no use" for the

guardians; he only wishes to know that his money is
disbursed fairly and for value received without the
harassment and ill-usage of those who have earned it.

If you work out the arithmetic of the situation by addi-
tion and subtraction, without attempting to estimate
pain and agony of mind, you will come to the conclusion
that it would well repay the ratepayers of 3ity or county
to take matters out of the hands of the " guardians of the
poor," to put a stop to the cruel ill-usage of the humble
medical practitioner, and to remunerate him decently well
for his services to the community.-I am, etc.,
Manchester, Jan. 18th. WILLIAM J. SINCLAIR.

Sir William Sinclair has probably overlooked
references to the appointment of the committee published
in the JOURNAL during December. During the last year
the whole subject of the payment of medical practitioners
called in by midwives has been frequently discussed in the
Association and mentioned in the JOURNAL. The discus-
sion on the subject at the Annual Representative Meeting
was reported in the SUPPLEMENT to the JOURNAL of
August 1st, p. 137 et seq. A motion made at that meeting
was finally adopted in the following amended form:
That it is the opinion of the Representative Body of the
British Medical Association that no arrangements for
obtaining the skilled assistance of the medical profession
for midwives in an emergency or otherwise will prove
satisfactory until, in the interests of humanity, it is made
compulsory on *the Local Supervising Authorities to
guarantee payments to all members of the profession for
such assistance on a definite scale of fees.

The Medico-Political Committee of the British Medical
Association, at its meeting on January 6th, 1909, resolved
to recommend the Council to authorize it to prepare and
submit evidence on behalf of the Association to the De-
partmental Committee, in accordance with the previous
decisions of the Association on the subject. This recom-
mendation will come before the Council at its meeting on
Wednesday next. It may be convenient to add that
the Departmental Committee is constituted as follows:
Mr. Almeric Fitzroy (Clerk to the Privy Council), Chair-
man; Mrs. Charles Hobhouse, Mr. J. S. Davey, C.B.
(Assistant Secretary, Local Government Board), Dr. A. H.
Downes (Medical Inspector for Poor-law Purposes, Local
Government Board), Dr. F. H. Champneys (Chairman of the
Central Midwives Board), Mr. John Pedder (a Principal
Clerk, Home Office). A preliminary meeting to arrange the
course of procedure was held on December 16th, 1908, and
Dr. Francis E. Fremantle (M.O.H. Hertfordshire, and a
Member of the Council of the Association for Promoting the
Training and Supply of Midwives) was added to the Com-
mittee shortly afterwards. The Committee held its first
meeting for the hearing of evidence on Wednesday last,
January 20th, when Mr. Gx. W. Duncan, Secretary of the
Central Midwives Board, gave evidence on its behalf. As
already stated, the President of the Midwives' Institute pro-
tested, immediately after the composition of the Committee
was announced, against the omission of a representative of
the midwives. We are informed that Miss Wilson has now
resigned her seat on the Central Midwives Board by way
of emphasizing her protest. We 'understand further that
Mr. Parker Young had the following notice of motion on
the agenda paper of the meeting of the Central Midwives
Board on Thursday, January 21st:
That the Lord President of the Council be respectfully
requested to consider the advisability of adding to the
Departmental Committee representatives of the interests
of general medical practitioners and midwives, as the Board
consider that such additions would greatly enhance the
value of the report eventually come to by that committee.

THE STATE REGISTRATION OF NURSES.
SIR,-My letter in the JOURNAL for December 12th, .1908,

has called forth so many critics that considerations of
space compel my reply to each to be of the briefest. I
have to thank Mrs. Hadfield and Miss Mollett for the
courteous tones of their communications. The former
lady's query. as to why the matrons and nurses opposed to
registration do not hold meetings in protest is a fair and
reasonable one. It is much more difficult, it may be said,
to arouse enthusiasm in those who are merely resisting
than in those who are clamouring and contesting for a.
change in the existing order of things. When tho proposed
change involves a manifest, injustice to themselves, those
concerned are apt to rest in a state of fancied security that;
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it will never be allowed to be brought about. The matrons
and nurses opposed to registration, moreover, are mostly
engaged in the active practice of their profession, and it is
difficult to arrange and organize meetings amongst ladies
whose time is so fully occupied. A better proof than that
afforded by many meetings of the nurses' objection to
registration is that only lately they have been extensively
circularized and urgently implored to join the promoting
society, and their response to the appeal has been but
feeble. They might deplore the " present chaotic state of
nursing affairs " and "' wring their hands," but still they
have not joined in any considerable numbers.

Mrs. Hadfield does not strengthen her case by her,
reference to the London Hospital. Like only too many
others, she attempts to narrow the point at issue into one
of a difference between the nursing arrangements at that
hospital and those obtaining elsewhere. But the question
of registration is a vastly,wider one, concerning the nurses
at numberless other hospitals besides the London. As that
hospital is so often attacked, however, it is only just to say
that, with ample opportunities of judging, I am perfectly
satisfied that the nurses sent out by it are in every way
capable and efficient.

Miss Mollett's letter is more ably written than con-
vincing. The objection to registration arising from the
dread of creating a body of inferior medical practitioners
is to me a minor one, and yet one deserving of some atten-
tion. My main -objections to registration Miss Mollett
only meets with vague promises of what will be accom-
plished by the " Nursing Council " when once registration
is established. Witlh a recollection of the conduct of her
two societies in the past, and the large share they are
clamouring for in the representation of that"council,"
I would still cry to my fellow-practitioners, " Ne credite
equo." There is no .vagueness about one portion of Miss
Mollett's letter; on the contrary, there is a clear indication
-of how her two societies, if they gain their way, are pre-
pared to interfere and'dictate in the nursing arrangements
of every hospital in the kingdom.
With Drs. Shuttleworth and Hayes Newington I am in

cordial agreement. The injustice, absurdity, and in-
superable difficulties attaching to any scheme of general
registration do not apply to a separate one for their nurses,
mnale and female, with their more strictly special and
uniform training. Should such a form of registration, too,
be established, it would be only right that gentlemen with
experiences similar to their own should have a dominant
voice in its control and management.
My contention that a majority of the medical profession

are opposed to registration has not been challenged in the
JOURNAL, although it has been elsewhere. That being so, I
will only say at present that I am prepared to substantiate
it, and that at the time it was penned I was fully aware
that 90 out of 93 members voted in favour of it at an annual
mneeting of the Association.

Mrs. Bedford Fenwick says I argue "as if there were
but twelve hospitals in London," but I fancy she will be
the only person to take me in that light. So much had
been claimed for the Matrons' Council and the Society for
the State Registration of Nurses, that they were "repre-
sentative of ail that is best in the nursing world," that it
was essential to point out, regarding the former body, that,
whilst they could only claim the matrons of three of the
twelve leading hospitals in London as belonging to it, the
matrons of the rest were opposed to registration. A similar
disproportion, in the same direction, obtains in the case of
the matrons of the leading hospitals in the provinces and
Scotland. To point out these facts is not to ignore the
numerous other hospitals and the excellent work done at
them by matrons and nurses. Mrs. Fenwick apparently is
more enamoured of the work of the matrons and nurses at
most hospitals than these ladies are impressed in favour of
her societies. Let me call her attention, and that of Miss
Mollett, to a report of a meeting held in Edinburgh, in the
JOURNAL for December 19th last. The meeting was rightly
claimed as being "highly representative" of both the
nursing and medical professions in Scotland, and it was
unanimously agreed to take steps to oppose the present
bill. One speaker, moreover, called attention to the
significant fact that at a meeting which was, without
doubt, thoroughly representative of the nursing profession
in Scotland, not a single member of the Matrons' Council
was present.

Mrs. Fenwick charges me with inaccuracy, but the
charge sits lightly on me. It matters little whether the
Society for State Registration was only nominally formed
in 1902, when the coterie responsible for calling it into
being, and for its title, is identical with that which has
been endeavouring for twenty years and more to gain
control of the nursing profession. It is unreasonable to
expect the ordinary individual to follow her societies in
their flights at nomenclature, of which the "' Matrons'
Council of Great Britain and Ireland" is such a master-
piece. In a nursing publication largely devoted to the
interests of her societies I read of numerous other societies
with high titles, all in favour of registration, and a high
authority in the nursing world has, not inaptly, compared
them to " stage armies."

Mrs. Fenwick is certainly-.Courageous in raising the
bogus cry of "coercion" in a medical journal. Such a
charge might influence the layman, but will certainly not
serve with any one with the slightest acquaintance with
hospital regime. I certainly know of no hospital com-
mittee which would seek in any way to influence, let alone
coerce, their nurses either for or against registration. If
Mrs. Fenwick is better informed, let her give specific
instances, instead of dealing with generalities without
forthcoming proofs. Moreover, if hospital authorities take
such unworthy advantage of their positions, which is
unthinkable, what is there to prevent the trained nurses
from joining her societies when they have passed from
under the committees' control?
The rest of Mrs. Fenwick's letter simply obscures and is

beside the question. She knows, or ought to know, that
the present bill does not even pretend to abolish the evils
in the nursing world to which she refers. On the contrary,
it would, in my opinion, tend to further and increase
them.

Lastly, there is evidence that in the Colonies registration
has resulted in a lowering of the social status and educa-
tion of those entering the nursing profession, and has led
to a diminution of the standard of training. It is further
stated that one at least of the legislative bodies has been
approached with a view to the course of training being
reduced from a three years' to one of two years' duration.
-I am, etc.,
Tindnnn.W_ .hJn. 19th. J. A; COUTTS.

THE DRAFT CHARTER AND THE REFERENDUM.
SIR,-At the last Representative Meeting I voted for the

Cardiff resolution in favour of a Referendum by voting
papers sent to every member. I did so solely for the sake
of conciliation, though I have always felt that on many
subjects no member can possibly be in a position for
forming a good opinion unless he attends Division
meetings. But recent events have made me doubt
whether my vote was well placed. To my mind, Mr.
Ballance was only doing his duty as Deputy Chairman of
the Representative Meeting when he uttered his protest in
the JOURNAL of January 9th. Moreover, it has become
evident that if a voting paper Referendum is ever to be
satisfactory, some steps will have to be taken to ensure
that both sides of any question are fully presented to the
voters. To present only half a case cannot be a good way
of arriving at the best opinion of the Association.
On considering the various matters that are ever likely

to be the subject of a Referendum, it would seem possible
to divide them into two great classes: First, the additional
objects for which the Charter was largely framed, which
are named in Section 2 (2), vi, vii, viii, ix of the Charter.
They are, in brief, the supporting of Parliamentary candi.
dates, facilities for sales of practices, and schemes for
medical defence and benevolence. On such broad subjects
I imagine every member is competent to form a good
opinion without attending a Division meeting. Even
the so-called "JOURNAL members," who either take no
interest in medico-politics, or at any rate whether from
choice or inability never attend a Division meeting, can
form a proper opinion on such matters from their own
personal knowledge. I would suggest, then, that on these
matters, and only on these, Referendum by voting vapers
might be allowed. This would go a long way towards
satisfying those members who fear lest the Representative
Meeting may launch out too fast into new enterprises.
On the other hand, there are many subjects where no

one can be expected to give a proper opinion unless he


